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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . This Office Action is responded to RCE filed on 8/17/05. Applicant's amendments to 
claims 1 - 25 are acknowledged. Consequently, claim 12 has been cancelled. Claims 1-11,13- 
25 are currently pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1 - 5, 13 - 14, 23, 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bly et al (U.S. 2002/0077944 Al) in view of Guerindon et al (U.S. 5,193,065). 

♦ As per claims 1,14, 

Bly discloses a method of facilitating a distributed search for a procurement request comprising: 

- " Receiving the procurement request from a user" See Fig. 3 and 10, paragraph 0063 and 
0109. The Examiner notes that "procurement controls" specifies controls on price, 
"quantity", brand, and source for an item to be purchased (as specified in the remark on 
page 9, last paragraph). Therefore, the "procurement request" corresponds to a request in 
the Bly reference (Fig. 10) that comprising price, band (make/model) to retrieve from the 
database. 

- " Requesting a remote supplier to conduct a remote search to satisfy the procurement 
request" See paragraph 0045, wherein Bly teaches that multiple data server can be 
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combined. Examiner agrees that Bly is silent on teaching conducting a remote search. 
However, Guerindon, on the other hand, discloses a method for requisitioning and 
distributing material in a manufacturing environment comprising the teaching of 
searching for material in local and remote storage system (See col. 7, lines 33 - 58, col. 8, 
Hnes 64 - col. 9, lines 4, of Guerindon). 
Since both references are in the same field of invention (searching and retrieving, see the 
abstract of both references), it would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made, to apply the teaching of Guerindon into the invention of 
Bly because the combination would provide the user more accurate results, and reduce the 
time in searching the databases. 

- " Initiating a local search of a local information source" See Fig. 3 of Bly wherein the 
local information corresponds to the "market database". 

- " Receiving results of the remote search" See col. 7, lines 33 - 58, col. 8, lines 64 - col. 
9, hnes 4, of Guerindon. 

"Filtering results of the remote search by applying organizational procurement controls to the 
results of the remote search, wherein the organizational procurement controls include at least one 
of, an upper limit on a price, an upper limit on a quantity, a prohibition against a given supplier, 
a limit to a given brand, a limit to a given model, a limit on a delivery option, and a limit on 
payment terms", and "wherein the remote information source comprises an electronic 
marketplace" see page 10, paragraph 0109, and paragraph 0096 of Bly 
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" Merging said remote search results with results of the local search; and presenting said 
merged search results to the user" See col. 7, lines 33-58, col. 8, lines 64 - col. 9, lines 
4, of Guerindon. 

♦ As per claim 2, Bly and Guerindon disclose: 

- " Filtering said remote search results with a set of local rules" See page 10 paragraph 
0108-0109 of Bly. The "local rule" corresponds to the "predetermined condition" of the 
search query. 

♦ As per claim 3, Bly and Guerindon disclose: 

- " Filtering comprises editing said remote search results according to a set of rules 
regarding information ... user" See page 10 paragraph 0108-0109 of Bly. 

♦ As per claim 4, Bly and Guerindon disclose: 

- " Selecting said remote information source from multiple information sources" See page 
6, paragraph 0063 of Bly. 

♦ As per claim 5, Bly and Guerindon disclose: 

- " Sa:id remote search is conducted without the user being connected to the remote 
information source" See col. 7, lines 33-58, col. 8, lines 64 - col. 9, lines 4, of 
Guerindon. The remote database is searched by the system and the results are returned to 
the user automatically. Therefore, the user is not connected to the remote source. 

♦ As per claims 13, 25, Bly and Guerindon disclose: 

- " Remote search and local search are performed at least partially in parallel" See col. 7, 
lines 33 - 58, col. 8, lines 64 - col. 9, lines 4, of Guerindon. 

♦ As per claim 23, Bly and Guerindon disclose: 
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Claim 23 is rejected based on the rejection of claims 1-2. 

4. Claims 6 - 1 1, 15, 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bly 
et al (U.S. 2002/0077944 Al) in view of Guerindon et al (U.S. 5,193,065) as applied to claimsl 
- 5, 13 - 14, 23, 25 above further in view of Larry Harris (U.S. 2002/0059204). 

♦ As per claim 6, 

Guerindon /Bly fail to disclose, " The remote information source employs a user interface 
different from a user interface employed by the local information source". According to Fig. 
1 of the disclosure, the remote source interface is different with the local interface by its 
format in the database. 

However, Harris, on the other hand, discloses a distributed search system that comprises 
a plurality of data sources (See Fig. 2, Harris). The data source can be in different formats 
(page 2, paragraph 0029). Therefore, Harris discloses a remote source that has a different 
interface with the local interface. 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to apply the teaching of Harris into the combination system of Guerindon /Bly because 
the combination would allow the user obtains more result from different data sources. 

♦ As per claim 7, the combination of Guerindon /Bly/Harris disclose: 

- " Said presenting comprises displaying said merged search results with the user interface 
employed by the local information source" See page 5, paragraph 0050, Harris. 

♦ As per claims 8 - 1 1, 16, 18 - 20, 24, the combination of Guerindon /Bly/Harris disclose: 

- " Said requesting comprises identifying to the remote information source a context in 
which to execute the remote search" See page 5, paragraph 0052 - 0053, Harris. 
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- " Said context comprises an identity of the user" and " comprises an identity of an 
organization operating the local resource" See paragraph 0052 - 0053, 0062, Harris. 

- " Said context comprises a language" See paragraph 0047, Harris. 

♦ As per claims 15, 22, the combination of Guerindon /Bly/Harris disclose: 
with all limitation as in claim 1, further including: 

- " Said requesting comprises identifying to the remote information source a context in 
which to execute the remote search" See page 5, paragraph 0052 - 0053, Harris. 

- " Said context comprises an identity of the user" and " comprises an identity of an 
organization operating the local resource" See paragraph 0052 - 0053, 0062, Harris. 

- " Said context comprises a language" See paragraph 0047, Harris. 

♦ As per claim 17, the combination of Guerindon /Bly/Harris disclose: 

- " Selecting said remote information source from multiple information sources" See Fig. 3 
ofBly. 

♦ As per claim 21, the combination of Guerindon /Bly/Harris disclose: 

- " Remote search and local search are performed at least partially in parallel" See col. 7, 
lines 33 - 58, col. 8, lines 64 - col. 9, Unes 4, of Guerindon 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-11, 13 - 25 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 
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- Spear et al (U.S. 6,809,292 B2) discloses a system and method providing automated 
welding information exchange and replacement part order generation. 
7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CamLinh Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272-4024. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Safet Metjahic can be reached on (571) 272-4023. The fax phone number for the . 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571 - 273 - 8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAJR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpubUshed 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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